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VERS of the people called Quakers 
having of late been repeatedly urged, 
both in courts of judicature and elſewhere, 
to produce their reaſons for refuſing to give 
evidence upon oath ; for the ſatisfaCtion of 
inquirers, the following are briefly ex- 
hibited. 8 | 


UNDER THE 


WS 


It hath appeared to this people, from 
their beginning, that the great Legiſlator of 
the Chriſtian diſpenſation, in his evange- 
lical ſermon upon the mount, intending to 
ſhew the ſuperior excellence of this diſpen- 
ſation to that of the Moſaic law, obla wed, 
Mat. v. That the law condemned miluity 
in its actual branches; but the goſpel ſhould 
require the prevention of them, by ſtriking 
at the root from whence they ſpring. 
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He noted that the law forbad the com- 
miſſion of murder, adultery, and perjury ; 
but he commanded, not to be angry, not to 
look upon a woman to luſt after her, and 
not to ſwear at all. For if people may give 
place to anger, it may kindle into rage, and 
endin murder ; if they may indulge a luſt- 
ful eye, fornication and adultery may be 
the conſequence; and if they are allowed to 
ſwear, evil-doers may forſwear to obtain 
their purpoſes, or to eſcape the puniſhment 
due to their demerits. 


Our Saviour, therefore, laid the axe to 
the root ; and, with regard to ſwearing, he 
faith, ©* Ye have heard it was ſaid by them 
of old time, thou ſhalt not forſwear thy 
« ſelf, but ſhalt perform unto the Lord 
* thine oaths. But I ſay unto you, Swear 
& nt at all.” —Here, as in the caſes of 
murder and adultery, he cuts up the root, 
the ſureſt way to deſtroy both the growth 
and exiſtence of the branches, and perfect 
the work of reformation ; for He,” as 


John ſaid “ vill throughly purge his floor. 


N 


This perfect work was not the buſineſs of 
the law, but that of the goſpel : for the 


law made nothing perfect; but the bringing 
in of a better hope did. By the total pro- 
hibition of oaths, the goſpel, where it is 


duly obſerved, effectually prevents perjury, 
_ equivocations, or lying, as well as the pro- 


fanation 


. 


BE 


fanation of the ſacred name in common 
converſe. | 


Proceeding then to ſome particular ob- 
jets the Jews were accuſtomed to ſwear 
by, our Lord adds, Neither by heaven, 
« for it is God's throne; nor by the earth, 
& for it is his footſtool ; neither by Jeru- 
e ſalem, for it is the city of the great 
„ king. Neither ſhalt thou ſwear by thy 
«© head, becauſe thou canſt not make one 
hair white or black.” If we are not to 
ſwear by any thing that is his, becauſe it 
is his, nor by any thing that we can nei- 
ther make, nor change the nature of ; then 
certainly not by the goſpel, which is wholly 
his, and which never could be in our power 
either to make or alter. | 


Theſe paſſages relating to murder, adul- 
tery, and ſwearing, are comparative, and 
profeſſedly intended by our Lord to ſhew 
the preference of the precepts and doctrines 
of the goſpel to thoſe of the law. He 
knew that taking the Lord's name in vain, 
ſwearing by the gods of the heathen, and 
forſwearing, were all ſtrictly forbidden by 
the law ; and had he only forbad theſe, he 
had not at all exceeded the law, which he 
manifeſtly meant to do by his introducing 

MY his 
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his own command, with the diſtinction, 
But, and following it with, I ſay unto you, 
Swear not at all, &c. 


Having delivered the negative part of his 
command, he comes to the poſitive, ** Let 
« your word (which Aeſes in the Greek ſig- 
* nifies, and not communication) be yea, 
yea, nay, nay; for whatſoever is more 
c than theſe, cometh of evil.” In whatſo- 
ever we affirm or deny, therefore, and on 
whatever occaſion, our yea or nay ought to 


cc 


be fimply ſuch; for whatſoever is (or 


amounts to) more than theſe, (as an oath 
certainly is or does,) cometh of evil. 


For though ſwearing by the name of the 


Lord, on ſolemn occaſions, had been allow- 


ed to the Iſraelites, under the miniſtration 
of Moſes, the ſervant, yet, under the purer 
diſpenſation of the Son of God, oaths were 
expreſly forbidden by him. Conſcious of 


this, the apoſtle James, alſo, chap. v. 


6. exhorts, Above all things, my 
e brethren, ſwear not, neither by hea- 
„% ven, neither by the earth, neither 
% by any other oath; but let your yea, 
be yea; and your nay, nay; left ye 
“ fall into condemnation.” If we are 
neither to ſwear by heaven or earth, nor 
by any other oath, we ought undoubt- 
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edly to abſtain from oaths of all kinds, 
upon all occaſions, and not to exceed the 
terms of ſimple affirmation in any caſe 
whatever; that we may avoid the condem- 


nation conſequent upon a breach of this 
Chriſtian precept. 


To ſay, that our Lord's deſcending to à 
few particulars after his general command, 
« Swear not at all,” ſhews that he meant 
only to prohibit ſwearing by thoſe parti- 
culars, implies, that he firſt commanded 
what he had no intention to eſtabliſh, and 
uſed an expreſſion both improper and ſu- 
perfluous; for in that caſe, he needed only 
to have ſaid, Swear not by heaven, for it is 
God's throne; nor by the earth, for it is 
his footſtool, &c. But, ſurely, he no more 
intended to revoke his general command, 
by a brief aſſumption of particulars after 
it, than the Divine Wiſdom, Exod. xx. 

meant to recall the general command, 
* Thou ſhalt have no other gods before 
% me,” by adding, Thou ſhalt not make 
* unto thee any graven image, or an 
« likeneſs of any thing,” &c. In both 
caſes, the general command ſtands equall 
independent of the particulars that follow, 


and not only comprehends them, but al 
others of like nature, 


As 
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As to the allegations, that God himſelf 
ſware, and divers of his inſpired ſervants 
ſware *, I anſwer with Athanaſius; Seeing 
it is certain it is proper in ſwearing to 
ſwear by another, thence it appears, that 
God, to ſpeak properly, did never ſwear 
but only improperly : whence, ſpeak- 
ing to men, he is ſaid to ſwear, be- 
cauſe thoſe things which he ſpeaks, 
becauſe of the certainty and immuta- 
bility of his will, are to be eſteemed 
for oaths.” Compare Pſalm cx. 4. 
where it is ſaid, The Lord did ſwear, 
« and it did not repent him,” &c. And 
« I ſwore (faith he) by myſelf: and this 
is not an oath; for he did not ſwear by 
another, which is the property of an 
oath, but by himſelf. Therefore God 
ſwears not according to the manner of 
men, neither can we be induced from 
thence to ſwear. But let us ſo do and 
ſay, and ſhew ourſelves ſuch by ſpeak- 
ing and acting, that we need not an oath 
with thoſe who hear us; and let our 
words of themſelves have the teſtimony 


of truth : for ſo we ſhall plainly imitate 
God.“ | 
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Biſhop Burnet, in his Expoſition of the 
Thirty-nine Articles, article 39, ſays It 


* See Barclay's Apology, p. 549 · 1 
mu 
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© muſt be confeſſed theſe words ſeem to be 
* ſo expreſs and poſitive, that great regard is 
© to be had to a ſcruple that is founded 
© on authority that ſeems to be ſo full. 


© The learned Huetius, Biſhop of Avran- 
ches, in France, ſays, It is well known 
“ by that precept of Chriſt,” Mat. v. 34. 
« That ſwearing is to be entirely avoided ; 
e and the ſame is repeated in the epiſtle of 
“ James, chap. v. 12.” And Joſephus 
* ſhews, that, the Eſſenes looked upon an 
© oath to be worſe than perjury, becauſe 
© he ſeemed to be already condemned, who 
© could not be believed, unleſs he atteſted 
* the name of God. And when Maimo- 
© nides would prove the ſame thing, he 
* makes uſe of the very words of Chriſt, 
But let us return to Pythagoras, whoſe 
« precept about ſwearing was obſerved ſo 
« ſtrictly by his diſciples, that one of them 
let a fine of three talents be ſet upon him, 
rather than affirm the truth by ſwearing; 
* he is called Syllas, by Jamblicus, but 
Clinias, by Baſil. The whole nation of 
* the Phrygians were very much againſt 
* oaths; they neither required others to take 
* them, nor did they take them themſelves. 
© Amongſt the adages of the Arabs, this is 
© a celebrated one, Never ſwear, but let 
* thy word be yes or no; which * 
| the 
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© the Talepoins of Siam obſerve, manifeſtly 
© according to the doctrine of Chriſt. 


© What Baſil has ſaid of Clinias, Dr. 
Potter, Biſhop of Oxford, ſays, is con- 
« firmed by Hierocles, in his Commentar 
© on the Second Precept of the Golden 
©'Verſes of Pythagoras; and another author 
« ſays, This is likely to be done out of love 
© to truth, and the reſpe& he bore to his 
© Maſter's doctrine, who ſaid, Let no man 
© atteſt God by an oath, though in courts 
© of judicature, but uſe to ſpeak ſuch 
© things, as that he may be credited with- 
out an oath. See Jamblicus de Vita Py- 
© thagor. p. 120 and 126. 


As to the other allegation of its be- 
ing ſaid in ſcripture, ©«* Men verily 
« ſwear by the greater, and an oath for 
«© confirmation, is fo them an end of 
te all ftrife;” this was only a tranſient 
obſervation on the common practice of 
unbehevers, and 1s no reaſon for the con- 
tinuance of oaths among Chriſtians. To 
all ſuch kind of pleas, it is anſwered, 
that we are not authoriſed to imitate 
what has been formerly done under the 
law, nor to follow the cuſtoms of others, 
againſt the expreſs commands of Chriſt, 
the Law-giver appointed us of * 
- ut 
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but ought always inviolably to obſerve his 
precepts. | | 


It hath been infinuated, that his prohi- 
bition of oaths was not meant to ex- 
tend to the counteraction of the great 
ends of publick juſtice and ſocial ſecu- 
© rity. But it is very clear to us, that 
our Lord, by commanding, Swear not at 


all, and his apoſtle, by exhorting, Above 


* all things, my brethren, ſwear not, nei- 
e ther by heaven, neither by the earth, 
* nor by any other oath, intended a 
total prohibition of ſwearing in the Chriſ- 
tian church. They indubitably knew, 
that the maintenance of publick juſtice 
and ſocial ſecurity, depends on truth and 
faithfulneſs, and not on the impoſition of 
oaths, which are neither needful to the 
virtuous, nor binding to the vicious ; for 
were it not for the penalties annexed, it is 


to be feared, the oaths of theſe latter would 
not hold them. | 


The conſcientious amongſt the people 
called Quakers, are willing to give their 
evidence in a way conſiſtent with the in- 
junctions of Chriſt and his apoſtles ; but 
they dare not do it in the manner that 
they verily believe is forbidden. It is not 
the eyidence, but the oath, that they 

ſcruple; 


ſcruple; ; becauſe they are ſenſible that no 
human authority can excuſe them before. 
the tribunal of Divine Juſtice : but they 
have always ſtood ready to give their evi- 
dence, where it might be admitted with- 
out a violation of the precepts of Chriſt 
and his apoſtles; and therefore are not to be 
e with the ooftruttion of alice. 


Where Almighty God requires one 
Gier and human powers the contrary, 
which is the conſcientious ſubject to obey? 
The apoſtle Peter anſwers, Acts v. 29, 
« We ought to obey God rather than 
«© men.” Ought not the divine autho- 
rity eyer to be held ſacred and ſupreme ? 
Why then are any reproached and ridi- 
culed for practically maintaining its due 

reference, that they may keep a con- 
ieee void of offence towards God? 
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